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ists, teach that physical science has proved that matter is absolutely incapable of increase or diminution, creation or annihilation. Physical science has done nothing of the kind. It refuses to draw absolute conclusions. It carefully abides within the conditions of experience and experiment. It certifies that matter is undestroyed by any of the processes of nature or any of the arts of man, and it infers that what has not destroyed it in the past will not destroy it in the future. It disowns, however, the inference that matter cannot be destroyed or created even by infinite power. It cannot afford so glaringly to violate the laws of logic. It does not pretend to be able to tell what infinite power can do, and still less what it cannot do.
The assertion which Buchner and Moleschott erroneously represent as a generalisation of science, Mr Herbert Spencer far more erroneously pronounces " an a priori cognition of the highest order/' Qf course, neither this nor any other cognition of matter is an a priori cognition even of the lowest order. Matter is only known a posteriori, and as essentially contingent. No number of the uniformities of experience relative to the nature and properties of matter has been shown to produce one of those absolute uniformities of thought which are entitled to be called necessary or a priori truths. We may not be able to conceive a process of creation, the manner in